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punishment for having pressed for the carrying out of the Treaties by
our demand for disarmament. Such a measure could only lead to the
definite moral and effective invalidation of the Treaties. Germany,
however, even in this case would never abandon her peaceful claims.
The political and economic consequences, the chaos which such an
attempt would bring upon Europe, would be the responsibility of those
who used such means against a people which is doing the World no harm.
Any such attempt, or any attempt to do violence to Germany by means
of a simple majority vote contrary to the clear meaning of the Treaties,
could only be dictated by the intention of excluding us from the con-
ferences. The German people, however, to-day possesses sufficient
character in such a case not to impose its co-operation on other nations,
but, though with a heavy heart, to draw the only possible consequence.
It would be difficult for us as a constantly defamed nation to continue
to belong to the League of Nations.
Herr Hitler's statement, following upon President Roosevelt's
message, did produce a certain relaxation of the tension in Europe,
and the atmosphere was lighter than it had been for many weeks
when the General Commission of the Disarmament Conference met
again at Geneva on the 19th May. The German Chancellor's declara-
tion was generally considered to be satisfactory so far as it went—all
the more because it was recognized that, if Herr Hitler's protestations
of peaceful intentions were sincere, he was in a far better position
than any of his predecessors in office to carry out a policy of inter-
national co-operation, because he could count on the support of
the extreme nationalist elements whose opposition had hampered the
efforts of Dr. Stresemann and Dr. Bruning. At the same time, the
terms of Herr Hitler's declaration were not felt to be sufficiently
precise to make it certain that the obstacles to progress in the Dis-
armament Conference which had been presented by the German
attitude would now be removed, and a further statement from Herr
Nadolny was therefore awaited with anxiety. French opinion, in
particular, was inclined to be sceptical as to the value and sincerity
of Herr Hitler's conciliatory phrases. As for President Roosevelt's
message, it was well received in most European countries,1 and
1 Formal replies to the message, accepting President Eoosevelt's four points,
•were despatched on behalf of the heads of most of the fifty-four nations to
which it was addressed during the week following the 17th May. In Italy, the
message was favourably received, but it was thought to be addressed primarily
to France and the Little Entente states, and the proposal that all the nations
of the World should agree to 'send no armed force of whatsoever nature across
their frontiers' was regarded as a warning that the United States would not
countenance the application of sanctions to Germany. The U.S.S.B. had been
included among the fifty-four states addressed by President Eoosevelt (a step
which gave rise to undisguised satisfaction in Moscow and which also provoked
considerable comment in the United States, where it was considered in some
quarters to foreshadow the formal recognition of the Soviet Government which

